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Summary 


Thle reppyt an^Lysee &gf;a obtained from a national probability sample 

e, 

of 2,000 ad\ji« Americans 6 *Thfi questionnaire was prepared and the analysis 
f«tlerrae« %} Michigan University. The data were collected by Elmo 

Ropes and A.fisMia(e» Ainq # 1962. 

Th« study obtained indices of public attitudes toward the probability 
ef nuclear war, the utility of fallout shelters, and the desirability of 
various elvll defense programs of the Office of Civil Defense. We also 
analyzed responae differences that were related to various demographic 
variables, and compared thr*« groups which are maximally different in their 
receptivity to shelter programs. 

Public Attitudes 

About 1 American in 4 believed that the United States would be Involved 
in a nuclear war within the next 20 years. About 1 in 2 rejected this idea 
and the remaining 25% were undecided. The public was split almost 50-50 on 
the question of the utility of shelters. About half thought shelters would 
help and the other half thought they would not. 

In spite of' this split* however, most Americans were in favor of the 
four existing or proposed governmental shelter programs (i.e., marking- 
provisioning, changing existing buildings, Including shelter space in new 
buildings, and providing financial help in constructing shelters). Any 
given program wae supported by at leaBt 1 out of 3 respondents and half of the 
respondents favored all four*. In addition most Americans were either 
satisfied with the present or proposed programs (45%)—or believed the 
government should do more (26%). Only 14% thought the government should be 
doing less, and the remaining 15% were undecided. ° 1 



Relationships among Attitude^ 

V 9 fount *» releetentljtf fcetvwtt an> individual*® opinion as to the 
$U:elUi6o2 of wgr Mf Wllef »t disbelief li the utility ef shelters. 

Jfcaeu two vatfiahlee applet V« I* independent. Both, however* ere related 
to> aceeptanen of • shelter piwgtu®} t»e.» those who believed war Is likely 
were slightly core favorable toward shelters, mui tuuou who t-.ilic.vcd ckclttrr 
Would help were touch more likely to favor a shelter program. 

Belatibnahtna between Demographic V^rlpblea and Attitudes 

feople in the South, people on farms, females, Negroes, and people In 
the lowest socio-economic levels were most likely to feel that we will be 
Involved In a nuclear war within 20 years. Belief in the utility of shelters 
was held moat strongly by younger citizens and those in the highest socio¬ 
economic levels. People over 50 years old were least convinced of the utility 
e f shelters, 

fhe level of support for the existing or proposed programs la relatively 
constant throughout the country, among occupation groups, and among citizens 
living Iti towr.a of varying sizes. Females and younger citizens were most 
supportive, 

Negroes and those in the lower socio-economic levels were moat likely 
to suggest the government should do more. Whites, those in the higher socio- 
econbmio levels or in managerial positions, and older citizens were cwsst 
likely to suggest the government should do less than it 1 b now doing. 
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The Public's Opinions on Existing or Potential Federal Fallout Shelter Programs 

As part of the attltudinal research program being conducted by the 
Department of Communication for the Office of Civil Defense (Department of 

sfef*® sgsotySeeS ®CD«St®& 8 «$ 8 ,» a nat&s«a4 survey was completed in June 
ol intended 60 assess puD$Se attitudes on three issues 

at fnMHUtr •* se« 6 »A tin *tfi««ked with 

WMUar +*ag«*» vttfctft tt« fttoct «£« «* «trtnt» vears. 

%• 1W Mt«K «0 wfclcfe niM«l aJtel!%»• V««tt *lf«* #«n|e<;«a»S £ft 
CtM «f »<4btf simVt 

Oc Dm nlos #f u|<itl$ 49 *§f-t*lal fftit—t Reiter program? 

***** coul| %M IMUstsd If UM F<4lMI C —t tt im efet, 

I# ItO 'these bgal# fojueft# v« «t» tnSetested |» the *»• 

UtlfltlMfl most t«MM «Bi to t*» rtlrticntWf »etve«» (a) opbUM •* 

fcV«#tio** #ad (%) v*flog| flemdg»af»M4 4af« «•»!» «* eg«. race# «A« •««» 

Qw »aj!!*r wfirfc (u ba protested t* • tebCequeaft (efftt) ala# tr»» eon- 
censed itself with th«H list**? |ow«*m # thM# fee# wafe «mi ffavn Item • 
mUhs! ttoflts PtM fac« vent NllMled U elglt acftesuf 
j*n£ an l«Mg *l«4 to Inurpue lb« Imp*#* Of th« present gevetnment tfl" 
ttmittM Zho fcatUpal t ample vfU lei? *• **ttnt*to Oe Confidence 

tit! ***** vi mi gtaerallza ««r othar fat# to tie cecntey at « vhoia. ze 
•Iso fxovtfaa «f edfto itvfoxtoattei on Attitudes fin June kovaxf several 

*H>MM of the civil defeat* the Iter Pfojgfiu, 

HicblSM I'niVeCftty f«{| s«t ItUb Us owp> lpational fi«M tat*t« 

o 

«£«sisg Staff. 2? STfte to tlUi£ e retljjfeze *WV}HW ,f ample* fhft £lm» Wpetf 
tfd UtNtlUl OVganttalM V«1 T*ta|«»f to fi&fdaC* t*« ftdld VOlk* topCC 
fesaMMi ft*f artf ti» temple , othainltterof tho fMatlonnoixe* Ml prewired 
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the data for machine analysis. Michigan State, after consultation with 
personnel of the national Office §f Civil defense,, was, responsible for. most. 
*p£ the .'quesitonnatera an<J aftt ®hb aftalysid. && the ®8es$$a&© Stere- 

$M0t;ucfe9 by QCb f irsWMt* 


tfte (u«it?«Ruttt CMlVT^d e?gV» <W(tNs «QrSSlb& 

€reaS* »£ *entlo»a4 akWt* It bSs» Ifctudtd «V*« 4emogfS$hi8 !&£» 

Qlll> permtttej Us (0 €ftCc£««lM *t«JK*<?a«Bs wiA f*«ps4t f«« 4«*£$*»bte 

afea t »5 the £««s(^ «lz| %# 0 |*ranu*itjk 0 C« 9 £c'<tlcn, 39 ** TM 9 * &a& ° 

so«io-eCMomU IcIlS* 

ar>bablUfy_ol atf aefes 

{fee tueatio® va* i»s«4 to finest tbte *artafcie. The Question vas: 

"Oat thing v« are lue*i«utt4 la it hotf people feat about the 
joseiMllS* cf fcaeleap "at in, 53 ? «he »*** 1? tn 2® years# 

So yevt «pl*ton, what are the chantea that a War will occur 
la vhltb sfcm# tfouatty Wilt attack the United states vtcU 
nucltar veapent Noting tb<t *ixti«S et the seventies# Do you 
ielUvi wo wtlt ba eicad or ve voo*t be attached?" 

Vttl be tttackad 
Veo*t ba attacked 
Pon*e knew 

SIO aaUfwei* 


Fallout Reiters and the gaping of Lives . 

Two qutetitmi were used Co eases* public confidence in shelters as 
protwtle# against radioactive feUouti the first Question, constucted 
for our pries? research, vaa; 

M 3iefc , a rttppts* tber is a wuetear Vat. Think for a Ooment about 
people vhe liva far enough, way to escape the bomb blast* if 
tb«e people have fallout $helier* f vhat do you think their 
chancea are for escaping: death er severe radiation sickness 
ftota fallout radjtetj.cn? Bo you think they have a very good 
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chance of avoiding radiation sickness, come chance, very little 
chance, or no chance of avoiding .radiation sickness or death?" 

tfeFf good qhance 

° Some thanee ® 

**Xf Uttt»«hancS 

«bance 

80n*« *Jftw 
fo anftftT 

ft«ts*Mial f*U««9 O* Bfc& Ml Hfi Pra^aiSafe Of The UniCeS States 

Bkl tbft ||Mria|)r «f fafeblQ bed l*t&* American© i$ Strove $£ failopf 

«klut| a* 9 MM# ftf #tf*infi Uni« an# «#**«6e6 fcaltsma OS' ®hq& fg§§: 

I# * #cc#M fKitki* 66#tb aft* tteo p«pge «l Aasofc&eeea did <tgb 

«4« MlfMM^UIcr tar tic ©fti# te«Md question* &s£au88 of <3®g' 

<«0»ern that fchg Ufa *£ Cfte SeflM *'?|£Bl4#•*?' ofld "Seers* #f Seftm#*" 

■ eltbougfr £C#«r«tt # tught tnft to Ha# tht tfwwsrs, «n£ mra obu&aual^ 

**• ft# Vtff SO bolaftce th«» blast itftfe Ch* OSS dg Individuals sCa^ugr 

tu; spOBOSSeft Cos -v>> a*?.i^i!»?ior yositiOF* ACtUall/i US# «£ ItOOt <|u«6U«SS> 

olloweA for • 9 artist taifc ei the pfis#H>l# hie# IfltrodtiftftA hy C&« tt40 ©S 
’’Prtsidwe* ar# "'Stctttjtry _ } f Defense; 1 * i,e«, tha credtMlicy «ft Cbse# 
mrc«» oa tbi# question* $umton, constructed by CCD yerswttet* tfasr 

M fh« President, the secretary Of Dftfess#, an# s<m* frornffleat; 
scientists hafte sail that; America should hev« fallout shclier# 
bttaw#t fallout shelters Will, ©aye ft "slgnlfleant number of 11*06 
la C«*e this country is attacked* Some other proftlMnt scfentiatB 
have dtsagxeed. Wes« scle&tieu lay that ire should pot bate n 
ihtlCet 9»sPa» became Shelter# «rOQ*t Safe ft •IgBifieailC tnsjbftt 
ol U*ea la case of «aele&r attack; How do yeu g*ti ehput; this? 

Do you bailor# that, shatters will or *UX nor *av« e, ©Significant: 

*Wmh#t of livt# if w# have an ft {£ 60 *?" 

Kill ftftVO ft ftfgfttfigftOt flutter of live# 

Kill net s^v» « slgnificaufc numher of lives 

Jco'e fattv 

Do awwer 

ger a^ hj^t o£jgrggtBfr 

the federal government is new completing a survey of existing buildings? 
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subways, and ®fcher spa§ei wM Tthe intent of marking these spaces and 
stocking wit^ §ro®tsJ*n® be used in case of emergency. In addition, 
f>t^j>of|4 fftgg tfiO |©rernment initiate programs to: (a) encourage 
s«MtUatCs |b nailitJnJ |uil?fn§g to increase their protection factor, (b) 
IM iWlttfM of ft l ib t Shelter space in the design of new 
®**tll*g|* tnf £cj ftvflfe iunJ* fof some kinds of “non-profit institution,?, 
****** t^i» Sgoduce feU«t Mt*t JftM te ®fcei ? ow® buildings** g Q rj§ 
INN lNlCfll| fajfc of lAftfi ttsfili Jub&te a««0r>S*nO? * c » 

** •< fwt $*$£¥£$ Umt $hg %ue8fct«W Cfi S$?tn®g3& gg s 

It 

225 * u t*&6g« f»ovidff Thpg* £dto«t U 

Si®*!?*® ** ®«semenfe arda® «n| 

12. »I°s _Wme veBfefatlajgftn *q«4pmcnC, suidflt in tfiemj 

w *"• 

Jlfaw 0| Jlan^ b0l!fl<ns» 

CPP03S4 tO #ang^ «t*£MInji 

■w C 

.iiimwis 


o 


© 


**te /as 


1* laves 
©p®Osed fg) 

Soa'ttaoi 



■J*-”® *«? IMIttSfrg ilf^g 

fMH® Iwli4feg9?«c 
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;rbe? question je?cgan§ present survey-marking-stocking program 

was created T>y ^CD personnel; Jhfs <jues£?on was: 

^JJje government is comi^ting a survey of large buildings, subways, 
an? the like^ Enough corridflrs^ innetf rooms, basements and so on 
have heen foun? to pjotgct ever 59 Million people against fallout 
radiation; should or shoifl? not* these protected areas, which 
flftea^ §xfst, be majke? and Jrov?sione4 £pr use in an emergency?© 

toa|&e<i «an^ prffvi?lfcne<5 
Should xiog 9# fiaAeJ and provisioned 
Don't foow 
N# answgj 


Jlffchtgatj art$g!|Cn# J5fpe£^inJ|tS8|t?a6eat?e&n congejpejl ab©u(* p®s 31 t$e 

b*a« Cn tblfl.^uese»o^ I# fa) #»• 5£a&emcnt« thajg, &rea& fs 

aa en-gfUlg, jjtf#£*au! *4$ tHj fjjaCtemeafc $a£ ^esg 

"protect 1® uitXtM aSatmt, gal&Ufc & tfg?en«t 

that spme pefplc art mOiX, SfkeSjj t,& wfc$t$>) £fte governments 

has already put lnfif opi*aCJU>fl. «nd ttup^gik samtf. tj^ajlwtcmejtt; (9^4^ v&gSJiej^ 

this program will definitely 50; T5e«pSfe.'. #0) 

pointed out that it is in fa#t an :o^g«l¥g; yj$gj-aia aflfl i f^ressed (o§n0 

victlon that the »*50 million f eop$#> &i&g* #9* &&&&&> &$*> 

to take responsibility £«? $g thif MMitApi? ,«nd 

In the ^uestlfrmafre: 


* f^ai qd?stiou vsb mimm im&> «*» mm$®> 

Governmental iall^ufc shelttej*, i^gflggfcng, <&§§i 

*Bv surging exisfcfngJ&uH&filf ftflS ly |&ang? a f *SSlStbflG§ §§) 

^chltl^ C( 3Meg&% and &£Bgtga$s, tSta |fa#es$ment ■fs t|£plrt§ f$ 
stJmulatf a ^a^lCnatS, e$|i8fct, v «,$ ff&tffdg, ngageqttGl! tfgaiSaf) O 

fallout; fotf everyone £n ®ivUe<$ ftates Vlthl^, f£vn$eafSg 
15o you tiling thn GovemmQftf shful& <£o tfiog* t© f esvS?< 8 |tsffe§£f&0 
in the event} of an attac%* So ^t® *&£# is Jusg about Eh® 

light* kin? «f program, *g <S@g;oft §&$& thft 'gBtf8¥9 m <2S$ 

£oo much fn th£s area%® 

*pjinl4 the government; (®g) 

•This la about* the ffghf king) «g fgggfjbg, © 

%hfh% ^inCc^^men 
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Respondents who said the government should do more were asked: "What 


else do you think the Government should do?" Respondents who said the 
government is doing too much were asked: "What do you think the Government 
ifi it should not be doingJ' 4 The content of these open-end 

answers was %oded and grouped ?n£/£ gheme areas. 

A specification of the Jemographi® %tems wil$ be included in the 
description of the survey samp^e^ 

th example 

#n Elmo anjfc Assftfcfates Caine? 2y000 gg^e^v^ewg w£fh a 

naclonaS $ros* mef» an<f ftcsieu aged 2% and £ace^?ieving was 

conducted in samp^Sng ?o§htt.ons throughout $$ie sampling 

locations were sclcc£p$ Jtgba%5t^ty pro^dures^ after stratifying 

the counties s* the |jny:ed States fo® geographical area an? «iegre$@£ 
urbanization* ^ocatllftSQ fefftcks wej^ sftlec^e^ a^’hrtSosfcgapgarftonate 

^ 1*^11131100 «fh||p %^pc^gg^a\^s|^9 aj te avaifat&teg, %Jgieff blocks 

we 

an 5> J^^rV^jewa assigned* ip) eacft ^lo^i^^rv^rtlgortflton 
%§ fte §ur&£> o£<Sw$lf&£$fi&s of % egg^ I 0 argaS> 

Hfeigne^ gift!!, a£ ¥*ndota) ®$cf£ s§agg, hi^>V£$> 

^na{>8* ®onty:g$8 -r^ <$§&S£gn{*J fur ag*.,an& employe® womefi>^{>) £§si/|i§ tha^ighe^ 
Chatanerisfetca wot$$|f>$r<$<3lff ij^aet*^, «S$g irf§**^w®fce§t; (gfnS 
primatiJ^* a£|er ^ <§&$> Spi^§n^- was ;B*jt&J$jfed £ 9 ) tyjd 15, 

lSfi2 # ^ 0 tt| Sate® ir^|$4fe*) 

The represeg^t^enggs eg £he §§z$%b s^n§>$®S»@£ *gge$ feme/** 
giTaphi* va&S&s ^d^e^9s |U«8|g^ 

JeW^ges (9$ Wq^aa^ltr) 

© _ 

© © © 
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. Geographic Area of the Country 


New England 6% 
Middle Atlantic 197. 
East Nor£h Central. 207. 
West North (Jentrai 97. 
&ftth Atlan^c 147. 

Size o9 Cftmnunit^ 

fvej S*00&©00 ?0% 

250,000 to 1,000,00$ #27. 
100,000 to 250,00g 77. 
25,000 to 100,000 £6^ 


Occupation 


East South Central 77. 
West South Central 107. 
Mountain 4% 
Pacific 11 % 


2,500 to 25,000 197. 
Towns under 2,500 57, 
Open Country 317, 


Professional oij, exefuPd&e 57. Factory labor 

Small store €9 fihop proprfc^&r 47. Non-factory labor 

ror; a a. auiwico *r.d protsWive 104 Homemaker 

Farm propriegot 47. Other 

White collar <tt& ric^i ar\0 Sales) 127, No answer 
Farm labor 27. 


Sex 


Age 


Race 


Male ^02 
Female 507. 


&§ answe^ 


&>% 

377. 


mu 


Socio-economic le^ djl 


107. 

9% 

337. 

107. 

17. 



Roper interv^rs art^ass*# neighbor¬ 
hood, the size, age, and con^** of %Ls h#n* ®bserfeS> 

in regard to life fossesOn the fra&s 

of these assessments^ th® £g) as|^ne? oj fc*r maitf softo- 


economi* ^ps fg *n? * 

***** d J*9 <• and $s scM^^a^ u%H? tflfce'Pween 

cdttf'B^tte^aen ^ anf 

#0 *<sf»««& '®V; «tf^e&3§#ng^st4fc«fc<W ee> '0 There §s mo direct 


WaVlatNa <K jfc® 4&9&ft M lftt» «4tTS 1^owevegf rouglilyj, the 
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average. Income of an "A" family Is $1.5)000 or over} of a "3" family, $8,000-“ 


$15,000; of a "C" family, $3,500--$8,000; and of a "D" family, less than 

$3,500$ percentage breakdown for this survey was as follows? 

A 2% 

^ 21 % 

tff 51% 

a < 8 % 

£4 Judgment 2% 


Analysis of Results 

The report of the survey findings is divided into three sections: 

(a) the straight tabulation of responses, (b) the relationships among the 
three major issues, and (c) the relationships between responses on those 
issues and various demographic data. 

The Survey Responses 

Probability of attack . In answer to our question on the respondent’s 

opinion about the chances that a war will occur during the sixties or the 

seventies in which some country will attack the United States with nuclear 

weapons, about ^ respondent in 4 said that we will be attacked, about 

2 in 4 said that we would not be attacked, and a little less than 1 in 4 

said he didn’t know. i.c. p he had r.o opinion. Specific percentages were? 

Will be attacked 267. 

Won't be attacked 52% 

Don't know-no opinion 227, 

Fallout shelters and the saving of lives . The first index of opinion 
as to the effectiveness of shelters in case of attack was obtained from the 
question: 

"Let’8 suppose there is a nuclear war. Think for a moment about 
people who live far enough away to escape the bomb blast. If 
these people have fallout shelters, what do you think their chances 
are for escaping death or severe radiation sickness from fallout 
radiation? Do you think they have a very good chance of avoiding 
® radiation sickness, some chance, very little chance, or no chance 
of avoiding radiation sickness or death?" 
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The proportion of respondents for each category was as follows: 


Very good chance 

21% 

Some chance 

36% 

Very little chanee 

25% 

No chance 

10% 

Don't know 

0% 


We can reduce these response categories eomewhat if we accept "very 
good chance" or "some chance" as a favorable category, and "very little 
chance" or "no chance" as an unfavorable category. Under this grouping (used 


n»«k 


quent analyses), between 5 *uiu u out ui lu nniex j^auo uciicve twit 


shelters would help In avoiding radiation sickness, between 3 and A out of 

10 Americans believe that shelters would not help t aad about 1 in 10 has no 

opinion. Specific percentages are: 

Very good or some chance 57% 

Very little or no chance 35% 

Don't know G% 

The second index of opinions as to the effectiveness of shelters re¬ 
ferred to the dispute between (a) the President, the Secretary of Defense 
and some prominent scientists ve; (b) other prominent scientists as to 
whether shelters would save a significant number of lives. The proportion 
of respondents in each category Was: 

Will save a significant number of lives 51% 

Will not save a significant number of lives 40% 

Don't know 9% 

We were interested in the relationship between responses to these two 
questions: i.e,, the extent to which the two questions seemed to index the 
same thing—level of trust in shelters as a protective device in case of 
attack. The overall percentages are quite similar. More precisely, if we 
eliminate those subjects who said they had no opinion on one or both of these 
questions, we obtain the following results from a cross-tabulation of the 
two sets e^ responses^ 




A 
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Question I 


Queation 2 

Will save lives Won’t aave lives 


Total 


Very good-some 
chance 

74% 

(774) 

26% 

(272) 

100% 

(1046) 

Very little-no 
chance 

29% 

(193) 

71% 

(483) 

100% 

(676) 




It la quite clear that most people (better than 7 out of 10) answered 
both of these questions in the same way; however, it la equally clear that 
about 3 people in 10 did not eee these two items aa asking the same queation. 
In light of the inherent fuzziness surrounding such concepts aa (a) how many 
people would live far enough away to escape the bomb blast, (b) the meaning 
for various individuals of "a significant number of lives,", etc., these 
differences are not surprising. It would appear that the use of the status 
of the President or of the Secretary of Defense had no significant effect on 
responses to the second question; however, further analyses in this report 
will be restricted to the first index of opinion. 

tential Federal Shelter Programs . The questionnaire 
assessed the level of public acceptance or rejection of four specific 
governmental shelter programs] (a) the marking and stocking of existing 
space, (b) the alteration of existing buildings to provide more space, 

(c) the inclusion of shelter space in the construction ef new large buildings, 
and (d) partial financial support by the Government as a help to schools, 
colleges and hospitals which want to adapt their buildings to provide more 
(pace* Responses to thesu four questions weret 

1« Markina and provisioning existing space 

£houtd be marked and provisioned 86% 

StioAd not be marked and provisioned 7% 

7% 

ft • _ e 


* 





,-^i 'X-' vN-SX’ 'T-:_ t" ” • 

(rwS^W^^ -r^liiii^s^v- '.* -V •*-*** -l &?■■•****■ •»*' - * 


In £avor of changing existing buildings 64% 

Opposed to changing existing buildings 22% 

Don't know 14% 

3. Inclusion of shelter space In new, larger buildings 

In favor 68% 

Opposed 20% 

Don't know 12% 

4. Government financial support to schools, colleges 

and hospitals to aid In adapting buildings _ 

In favor 77% 

Opposed 17% 

Don't know 6% 

The data indicate clearly that each of these four programs is supported 

by the majority of Americans. The marking-provisioning program received 

overwhelming support (86% in favor). The proposal to change existing 

buildings received the least support; however, even here, nearly 2 out of 

o 

3 respondents favored this program. 

In addition to the individual percentages, we can group respondents 
in terms of how they answered all four of these questions; i.e., how many 
people supported all four programs, how many three, etc. Th^se tabulations 
are presented below for the 1961 respondents who expressed an opinion on all 


four programs. 

Number^of Programs Supported 
Pfiu# programs 

. *& e Four Programs 


Percentage Supporting 


JlMklhg, Including, Supporting 
ffkiflyfng, <5hanglngj| Supporting 
gfr ChangingIn^Ludfhg 
Ranging, £pj(pdingf Stjggor^ng 


* x Best Available Copy 









Percentage Supporting 
13% 


67. 


37. 

A 

27. 


27. 

97. 

77. 


27. 

7% 


135% 


Number j?f Programs Supported 

Two of the four Programs 

Marking, Supporting 
Marking, Including 
Marking, Changing 
Including, Supporting 

One of the Four Programs 

Marking 

Supporting 

None of the pour Programs 


Nearly half (497.) of all of the respondents responded favorably to 
all four of the governmental programs; only 7% responded negatively to all 

The final substantive question related to the Federal Government's 
shelter program asked; 

schooir e cSle:S 8ti ^, bUi ; di ? 88 and by finaclal Assistance to 

stimulate o w ?? a ? d *!° 8pitala » the Government is trying to 

out fJr evervone^nVh^J..^ provlde Protection against fall- 
thin?t the r ^ United States within five years« Do you 

event of 0 ^™ nent should do more to provide protection in the 
event of an attack, do you think this is just about the right 

£3 ti ssra.? 4o “ o, ‘ think the ««™« *■ 

The proportion of responses in each category was; 

This is about the right kind of program 
Think the Government should do more 
Think the Government is doing too much 
Don't know 

Again, the data are a clear indication that better than 2 out of 3 
Americans either are satisfied with the present Government program (as th, 
underload it) or think the Government should be doing more. About 1 per, 
in 7 thinks the Government is doing too much. 


457. 

267. 

14% 

15% 
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In an attempt to pinpoint the specific suggestions of those people who 
favor an intensified program as well as the specific criticisms of those who 
are opposed to the present program, we asked one additional open-end question 
of the people who either felt the Government should be doing more or felt it 
should be doing less. The 26% of the sample who felt the Government should 
be doing more were asked: what else do you think the Government should do? 

The dominant group of responses (37% of these respondents answered this way) 
suggested that the Government should build and/or provide fallout shelters. 
The second most frequent (11%) called for uu increased information 

and education program as to what citizens should do in case of attack. The 
complete set of responses is reproduced below (note: grou)? totals add to 
more than 100%, and subtotals may add to more than group totals, because some 
respondents gave more than one answer). 

"What else do you think the Government should do?" 

Asked of respondents who thought the Government 
should do more to provide protection In the 
event of an attack—26% of total sample 

Total asked 
this question 


Number of respondents 


511 

Ci2£) 


1007a 

1. BUILD, PROVIDE FALLOUT SHELTERS 



/I 

37 

Build fallout shelters, provide more 




shelters to protect evoryone; 
build shelters here (no further 
information). 

(106) 


21 


Build, provide centrally located 
shelters in populated areas. 

Build, provide shelters for areas 

( 39) 


C| 

U 


outside of cities—in smaller, 
rural places. 

( 20) 


4 


Build, provide fallout shelters In 
schools, protect the children, « 

Build shelters that offer real 

< 19) 


4 


protection—good, safe shelters. 
Build and provision the shelters 

C 6) 


1 


adequately. 

4 4 


1 





o 




e 
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2. INSTRUCT, EDUCATE THE PUBLIC IN CIVIL 
DEFENSE: GIVE PUBLIC MORE INFORMA¬ 
TION ON WHAT TO DO IN CASE OF ATTACK 
TO PROTECT THEMSELVES. (58) 

3; SHOULD DO ALL THEY CAN TO PROTECT US 

(no further information). (44) 

4; SPEED UP THEIR PLANS FOR PROTECTION; 

DON'T JUST TALK ABOUT IT—DO IT. (41) 

5. FINANCIALLY HELP OTHERS TO BUIID SHELTERS (35) 
Subsidize, help finance private in¬ 
dividuals to build their own 

(?. 0 ) U 

Subsidize, help finance local 
communities to build, provide 
shelters, (13) 3 

Lessen the costs of shelters so in¬ 
dividuals can afford them, (4) 1 


6. ENCOURAGE, EDUCATE OTHERS TO BUILD SHELTERS (15) 
Encourage, educate private indi¬ 
viduals to build shelters; (10) 2 

Encourage, educate local communi¬ 
ties, groups to build, provide 

shelters. (6) 1 


7. BUILD UP DEFENSES; KEEP UP ARMS RACE (17) 

8. WORK FOR PEACE; PREVENT WAR (14) 

9. DO MORE RESEARCH ON RADIATION, FALLOUT 

SHELTERS—TO DEVELOP SAFE ONES IF 

POSSIBLE. (12) 

10. STOP TESTING NUCLEAR WEAPONS (_6) 

Hi STOP BUIIDING, ENCOURAGING FALLOUT 

SHELTERS—THEY ARE USELESS (DO 
SOMETHING ELSE INSTEAD. BUILD UP 
ARMS, WORK FOR PEACE, ETC.) ( 3) 

12. MENTIONED OTHER GOVERNMENT PROGRAMS-- 

UNEMPLOYMENT. (_7) 


13. ALL OTHER 

14. DON'T KNOW 
15; NO ANSWER 


(14) 

(113) 

CD 


U 

£ 

0 

2 


3 


3 

3 


2 

1 


1 

1 

3 

22 

1 


O 


e 
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The 14% of the sample who felt the Government le doing too much were 
asked: What do you think the Government is doing that it should not be doing? 
For this group, the dominant group of responses (41% of these respondents 
answered this way) suggested that the Government is spending and/or wasting 
too much money. The second most frequent group of responses (23%) implied 
that the Federal Government is taking responsibility that should be left to 
private initiative and the individual states. The complete set of responses 
is cepxoduced below (notet again, totals will add to more than 100%). 

"What do you think the Government is doing that it should not 
be doing?" 

Asked of respondents who thought the Government should do less 
to provide protection in the event of an attack—14% of total 
sample 


Total asked 
this questloQ 


Number of respondents 


279 


100% 





% 

1. SPENDING, WASTING TOO MUCH MONET 


(115) 


& 

Spending too much money (no further 
information). 

Wasting money, spending money un¬ 

(18) 

6 



wisely (no further information). 

(15) 


* 

t 


Money spent on shelters, civilian 

• 




protection is useless, wasted( 
could be used for better purposes. 

(59) 


21 


Spending too much money on shelters, 





civilian protection—should limit 
their program. 

(20) 


7 


Spending too much money on shelters, 





civilian protection--others could 
provide it more cheaply. 

( 3) 


1 


2. TAKING AWAY PRIVATE, 8TATE RESPONSIBILITIES 

(63) 


23 

Taking away individual, private 
responsibility. 

Taking away, state, local responsi¬ 

(45) 


16 


bility. 

Too much Government In everything 

(14) 


5 


(no further information). 

( 7) 


3 



3. PROMOTING USELESS SHELTERS, PROTECTION 

PROGRAMS—THERE IS NO PROTECTION AGAINST 
NUCLEAR WAR (NO MENTION OF MONEY) 

4. MENTIONED OTHER GOVERNMENT PROGRAMS—KING- 

ANDERSON BILL: FOREIGN AID, SPACE, ETC. 

5. STRESSING CIVILIAN PROTECTION AND SHELTERS 

AND SHOULD BE TRYING TO PREVENT WAR, OR 
BUILDING UP ARMS 

6. SCARING. FRTGHTENTNG PEOPLE 

7. EMPHASIZING WAR INSTEAD OF PEACE 

8. ENCOURAGING, FRIGHTENING PEOPLE INTO 

SPENDING MONEY FOR INDIVIDUAL SHELTERS 

9. DOING TOO MUCH IN OTHER AREAS--NOT ENOUGH 

FOR CIVILIAN PROTECTION OR SHELTERS 


10. TESTING NUCLEAR WEAPONS 

11. ALL OTHER 

12. DON’T KNOW 

13. NO ANSWER 

This completes the presentation of the survey responses. We can turn 
our attention now to the relationships. If any, among attltUdlnal positions 


( 21 ) 

( 22 ) 

( 12 ) 

<U) 

(_§) 

(_£) 

(_ 5 ) 

(_ 3 > 

(M) 

( 28 ) 

(_ 2 ) 


10 


6 

4 

3 


2 

1 

5 

12 

3 


on these three major Issues. 

Relationships Among Attitudes on Three Issues 

Probability of attack—-utility of shelters . Results of a cross-tabula¬ 
tion between responses to the question on the probability of a nuclear attack 
and responses to the question on one’s chances of escaping radiation sick¬ 
ness, given a shelter, are presented below. 
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Chances of Escaping Radiation Sickness 


Probability of 
Attack 

Very Good--Some 

Littie-Hone 

Don't Know 

Total 

Will be attacked 

59% 

37% 

4 

100% (5K% 

Won't be attacked 

59% 

36% 

5 

100% (1044) 

Don't Knew 

50% 

33% 

17 

100% ( 429) 


For those who have an opinion on the probability of attack, there is 
no relationship between the nature of that opinion and an estimate of the 
value of a shelter as protection against radioactive fallout; i.e,, these 
two attitudes appear independent; 

Probability of attack—Federal Shelter Programs . Thoee who believe we 
will be attacked were compared with those who believe we will not be attacked, 
in terms of their support of each of the four shelter programs. 

Probability of Attack 

Percent in Favor Of: Will Be Attacked Won't Ba Attacked 


Marking-Provisioning 

08% 

077. 

Changing Existing Bldg 

71% 

64% 

Including Space 

74% 

60% 

Financial Support 

02% 

76% 


There is no relationship between the respondent's opinion as to 

whether we will or will not be attacked and his favorability toward the 

e 

marking and provisioning of existing spaces; however, people who believe 
we will be attacked are somewhat more favorable to the other three proposed 
shelter programs. 

This relationship can be made clear another way. If we categorize 
respondents into five groups on the basis of hew many of the programs they 
favor (i«e,, four, three, two, one, or none), we can determine the percentage 




« 



of those who believe we will (or won't) be attacked which falls in each 
of these five groups. 
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Probability of Attack 


of Proarams Favored 

Will 3e Attached 

Won't Be Attached 

Pour 

57% 

48% 

Three 

21% 

21% 

Two 

10% 

14% 

One 

7% 

10% 

None 

5% 

7% 


100% 

100% 


Again, there is a statistically significant linear relationship be¬ 
tween these two sets of opinions, although not an extremely large relation¬ 
ship. People who believe we will be attacked are somewhat more likely to 
favor existing or proposed government shelter programs} however, it is in¬ 
teresting to note that 487. of those who don't believe we will be attacked 
still are in support of a rather large-scale government effort in providing 
shelter space. 

Fear of attack would not seem to be the crucial variable in predicting 
whether people will favor or oppose a governmental program in this area. 

In support of this suggestion, the data indicate no differences between the 
"attacked-yes" and the "attacked-no" groups with respect to their general 
support of the government's program. Forty-seven percent of those who 
btlieve we will be attacked think the government's program Is "just about 
the right kind of program," Forty-eight percent of those who believe 
we will not be attacked also think the program is just about right. Those 
who believe we will be attacked are somewhat more likely to cal 1 for more 
action from the government (30% vs, 25%) while those who believe we will 
not be attacked are somewhat more likely to say the government is doing too 
much (16% ve. 12%); however, the differenceB°in both cases are rather small. 
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Utility of Shelters—Federal Shelter Programs . The final analysis of 
relationships among the attitudinal issues involved a comparison between 
& those who believed shelters would provide protection against radiation 
s icknesa and those who believed they wouldn't* These two groups were com¬ 
pared with respect to their favorablllty toward the four governmental 
shelter programs. 


Chances of Escaping Radiation Sickness 


Percent in Favor 01: 

very Good—Some 

Littie-None 

Marking-Prov1gioning 

937. 

79% 

Changing Existing Bldg. 

747. 

547. 

Including Space 

7787. 

577. 

Financial Support 

857. 

69% 


There is an understandably strong relationship between the respondent's 
opinion as to the utility of shelters as a protection against radiation and 
his support of the various governmental programs. People who believe that 
shelters would provide a good chance of escaping radiation sickness are 
significantly more likely to favor each of the four governmental programs. 
What is surprising, and probably Indicative of the confused state of public 
opinion on the shelter Issue, is the large percentage of people who axe in 
favor of the four governmental programs—even though they ssy they believe 
that shelters would provide little or no protection in the event of an 
attack. Some of the experimental research planned by Michigan State and 
other contractors should help explain the basis for this relationship. 

Again, the relationship between these two variables can be made clear 
by categorizing respondents into the five "program support" groups. The 
table below shows the percentage of people who believe shelters will (or 
won't) help which fall in each of these five groups. 


3 


« 
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Chances of Escaping Radiation Slckneea 


No. of Programs Favored 

Verv Good--8ome 

Little-None 

Four 

58% 

40% 

Three 

24% 

19% 

Two 

10% 

15% 

One 

6% 

14% 

None 

2% 

12% 


There la a statistically significant linear relationship between these 
two sets of opinions, and a rather extreme one. As one would expect, 
people who believe that shelters will help are significantly more likely 
to favor all of the governmental programs while people who feel they won't 
help are more likely to be opposed to all of them. Again, what is sur¬ 
prising is the large proportion (40%) of the people who believe shelters 
won't work, but who nevertheless are in favor of all four of the governmental 
programs. 

Belief in the utility of shelters seems to be an important variable in 
predicting whether people will favor or oppose a governmental shelter program, 
although it by no means serves as a sufficient predictor. 

People who believe that shelters will help are more likely to believe 
that the proposed governmental program is just about right (53% said this 
sb contrasted with only 38% of those who said that shelters won't help). 
Twenty-nine percent of the "shelters will help" group think the government 
should do more; 22% of the "shelters won't help" group also think the 
government should do more. Only 8% of the "shelters will help" group think 
the government should do less while 24% of the "shelters won't help" group 
expressed the opinion that the government should reduce its program. 
Relationships between Demographic Variables and Attitudes 

The data were analyzed further in order to isolate possible systematic 
relationships between each of the seven demographic variables and (a) esti- 

Q 
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mates of che probability of nuclear attack, as well as attitudes toward 
(b) the utility of shelters, (e) the four governmental programs, and (d) 
the government's program In general. To simplify the analysis, respondents 
who had no attitude on an issue (i.e., responded "don't know" or gave no 
response) were eliminated from the analysis of that issue. 

Geographic Area of the Country . 

The original nine areas of the country were reduced to four for this 
analysist The East (New England, Middle Atlantic); the South (South Atlantic, 
East South Central, West South Central); the Northern Middle West or the 
North (East North Central, West North Central); and the West (Mountain, 
Pacific). 

1. Probability of attack. 

Probability of Attack __ 

Geographic Area Will Be Attacked Won't Be Attacked Total 

East 267. 747. 100X (381) 

South 457. 557. (460) 

North 27 73 (471) 

West 31 69 (242) 

Entire Country 33 67 (1,554) 

People in the South are significantly more likely to believe that the 
United States will be attacked with nuclear weapons. There are no other 
regional differences of a significant nature. For most of the country, it 
is safe to estimate that about 3 persons out of 10 expect an attack. In 
the South, between 4 and 5 people in 10 have this kind of expectation. 

2. Utility of Shelters . 

There were no significant regional differences on opinions as to 
whether shelters would affect the chances of avoiding radiation sickness. 
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3. Federal Shelter Programs . 

There were no regional differences in level of favorability toward the 
four governmental shelter programs. 

4. Overall Governmental Shelter Program . • 

The four geographic regions do not differ with respect to either the 
proportion of people who are satisfied with the present program or the 
proportion of people who want a larger or smaller program. 


pf r.nwwwnrii tv» 


Respondents were grouped into one of four categories for this analysist 
cities of 250,000 or more; cities between 25,000 and 250,000; towns under 
25,000; farms^orjopen country. 

1. Probability of Attack. 


Probability of Attack 


Size of Community Will Be Attacked Won't Be Attacked Total 


250,000 + 

307, 

25,000—250,000 

28% 

Towns under 25,000 

33% 

Farms-Open Country 

39% 


70% 

100% (348) 

72% 

(367) 

67% 

(379) 

61% 

(460) 


Entire Country 33% 


677. 


(1,534) 


People on farms are s 


ignlflcantly more likely to expect a nuclear 


attack; however, the differences are not extremely large. There are no other 


significant differences among population groups on this question. 

2. Ptilitv of Shelters . 

Citizens of different sized communities did not differ on whether they 
thought shelters would or would not help. 


3, Federal Shelter Programs . 


There i'sre no significant differences among population groups. 


@ 


4. Overall Governmental Shelter Program , 


There were no significant differences with respect 
satisfaction with the present program or the proportion 
Have we should have a larger or smaller program. 
Occupation . 

rpv. _ 1 __a. . _,.J , , ...... -»... _ 1 *. . 

WOWO))VeiGo WOiU lOUUwOU UU 


to either level of 
of people who be- 


oiA l 


professional, executive, store proprietor} Laboring— personal services, 
factory labor, non-factory labor} Farming --farm proprietor, farm labor} 

White Collar ; Homemaker i and Miscellaneous —retired. student, unemployed, etc. 


l« Probability of attack . 

e 

Probability of Attack 


Occupation 

Will Be Attacked 

Won't Be Attacked 

Total 

Managerial 

241 

76% 

1001 (156) 

Laboring 

341 

66% 

(462) 

Farming 

457. 

55% 

( 84) 

White Collar 

207. 

80% 

(222) 

Homemaker 

361 

64% 

(477) 

Miscellaneous 

381 

62% 

(146) 

Entire Country 

33% 

67% 

d.547) 


There were sizable differences among these six occupational groups. 
Only about 1 white collar worker in 5, and only about 1 managerial person 


in 4 believed that we would be attacked} however, neerly 1 person in 2 
(457.) of those who own or work on farms expressed this feeling. The else 
of the "farm" sample is small} nevertheless, it would seem safe to assume 
that there is a significant difference between the beliefs of these two 


occupational groups. 


9 
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2. Utility of Shelters 


Changes of Escaping Radiatloo Sickness 


Occupation 

Verv Good—Some 

Little-Hone 

Tgtgl 

Managerial 

* 68% 

32% 

100% (176) 

Laboring 

621 

38% 

(533) 

Farming 

64% 

36% 

(107) 

White Collar 

687. 

32% 

(237) 

Homemaker 

597. 

41% 

(609) 

Miscellaneous 

53% 

47% 

(169) 

Entire Country 

62% 

38% 

(1,831) 


• The significant difference among the groups on this question can be 

attributed almost in its entirety to the relatively small number of people 
O 

in the "miscellaneous" group who believed that shelters would be of help. 
Other than this, there were no significant differences among the occupation 
groups on this question. 

3. Federal Shelter Programs . 


Mo. of Programs Favored 


0££UEflp.loq 

3 or 4 

1 or 2 

JL 

Tocgi 

Managerial 

60% 

30% 

10% 

100% (182) 

Laboring 

75% 

20% 

5% 

(576) 

Farming 

68% 

27% 

5% 

(U3) 

White Collar 

73% 

21% 

6% 

(243) 

Homemaker 

74% 

20% 

6% 

(647) 

Mis cellaneous 

65% 

23% 

12% 

(189) 

Entire Country 

71% 

22% 

7% 

(1,950) 


People holding managerial positions were significantly lesa likely 
than members of other groups to be in support of most or all (3 or 4) of 
the proposed government programs. There were no significant dlfferencas 
among the other occupational groups, 

4. Overall Governmental Shelter Program . 

The six occupational groups did not differ significantly with respect 
to the proportion of people who feel the present govertmsntal program is 
just about right (slightly mors than half of those who had an opinion were 
in this category)} however, there were significant differences in the propor- 




tion who suggested a larger rather than a smaller program. 

Attitudes Toward Overall Program 
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Occupation 

Do More 

Do Less 

About Right 

Total 

Managerial 

21% 

31% 

48% 

100% (168) 

Laboring 

36% 

13% 

51% 

(523) 

Farming 

35% 

22% 

43% 

( 99) 

White Collar 

28% 

17% 

55% 

(214) 

Homemaker 

28% 

12% 

60% 

(530) 

Miscellaneous 

28% 

21% 

51% 

(156) 

Entire Country 

30% 

16% 

54% 

(1.690) 


The managerial group was significantly less likely to suggest that 
the government "do more" and significantly more likely to suggest that it 
should "do less." There were no other significant differences among the 


occupational groups. 

Sex 

There were significant but relatively small differences between male 
and female responses on 3 of the 4 key questions. 

1. Probability of Attack . 


Erobabilltv of Attack 


Sex 

Will Be Attacked 

Won * t Be. Attacked 

Total 

Male 

29% 

71% 

100% (829) 

Female 

37% 

63% 

(725) 

Entire Country 

33% 

67% 

<1;554) 


Women were significantly more likely to feel that we would be 
attacked with nuclear veapone within the next ten to twenty years] however, 
the differences between male and female responses is not great. 

2. Utility of Shelters . 

There were no significant sex differences on opinion as to whether 
shelters would affect the chances of avoiding radiation sickness. 
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3* Federal Shell ter Programs . 


So. of Programs Favored 



Sex 

3 or 4 

1.0* 2 

0 

Total 


Male 

692 

242 

72 

1002 (983) 


Female 

742 

202 

62 

(978) 

o 

Entire Country 

712 

222 

72 

(1,961) 


Again, there were small but significant differences. Women were 
somewhat more likely to favor all or most of the proposed shelter programs. 
4. Overall Governmental Shelter P rogram. 

Attitudes Toward Overall Program 


Sex Do More Do Less About Right Total 


9 

Male 

322 

202 

482 

1002 (890) 


Female 

282 

132 

592 

(809) 


Entire Country 

302 

172 

532 

(1,699) 


Women were significantly more likely to be satisfied with the present 
program. Men were more far change—to both an expanded and a more re- 


8 tricted program. 

Age 

Respondents were divided into thre6 age groups! 21-34; 33-49} and 
50 or older. There were significant differences among these groups. 

1. Probability of Attack . 

The young group was significantly leas likely to believe we would be 
attacked in the next 10 to 20 years. There was no difference in response 


between the two older groups. 


Probability of Attack 

Axe Will Be Attacked Wo^t Be Attacked Total 


21-34 
35-49 
50 + 


282 

e 

722 

1002 (502) 

352 

652 

(521) 

352 


652 

(526) 

332 


672 

(1,549) 




Entire Country 
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2. Utility of Shelters . 


Chances of Escaping Radiation Sickness 


Age 

Verv Good--Some 

Little—None 

Total 

21-34 

69% 

317. 

100% (576) 

35-49 

65% 

357. 

(596) 

50 + 

52% 

487. 

(662) 

Entire Country 

62% 

387. 

(1.834) 


Respondents of age 50 or over were significantly less likely to feel 
that shelters would provide help in escaping radiation sickness. About 2 
out of 3 respondents between 21 and 49 years of age expressed confidence 
that shelters would holpi however, only about 1 in 2 older people felt 
this way. 

3. Federal Shelter Programs . 


No. of Programs-J?avored 


Age 

1 ft*. 4. 

1 or 2 

0 

Total 

21-34 

80% 

18% 

2% 

100% (593) 

35-49 

737. 

20% 

7% 

(634) 

50 + 

43% 

277. 

10% 

(726) 

Entire Country 

71% 

22% 

77. 

(1,953) 


Again, there is a consistent relationship between age and attitude 
toward the proposed programs. The older the respondent, the less likely 
ha Is to support the government programs. 

4. Overall Governmental Shelter Program . 

Respondents in the youngest age group are most likely to be satisfied 
with the present governmental program. The three age groups do not differ 
with respect to wanting an expanded program; howevtr, the oldest group 
Is significantly more likely to feel that the government should quit doing 
some of the things which it is now doing. 
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Attitudes Toward Overall Program 


Age 

Do More 

Do Less 

About Riaht 

Total 

21-34 

31% 

107. 

597. 

100% (538) 

35-49 

33% 

167. 

517. 

(550) 

50 + 

267. 

23% 

51% 

(603) 

Entire Country 

307. 

167. 

54% 

(1,691) 


&ace 

Comparisons were made of the responses given by whites and Negroes 
to each of the key attitudinal questions, 

i. rcobabliitv ot Attack . 

_ Probability of Attack 


Race Will Be Attacked Won't Be Attacked Total 


White 

30% 

70% 

100% (1,386) 

Negro 

56% 

44% 

( 151) 

Entire Country 

33% 

677. 

(1,537) 


There was a quite large and significant group difference in response 
to this question. Of those respondents who had an opinion on this Issue, 
less than 1 in 3 whites said that we will be attacked; however, better 
than 1 in 2 Negroes felt that way. 

2. Utility of Shelters . 

There were no differences between the two groups' opinions as to 
whether shelters would affect the chances of avoiding radiation sickness. 

3. Federal Shelter Programs . 


No. of Programs Favored 


Race 

3 or 4 

- 1 or 2 

2 

Total 

White 

70% 

24% 

67. 

100% (1,736) 

Negro 

82% 

147. 

4% 

( 201) 

Entire Country 

727. 

22% 

6% 

(1,937) 
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Negro respondents were significantly more likely to favor most or 
all of the proposed governmental programs. Of the whiter, 70% said they 
approved of 3 or 4 of the proposed programs; 82% of the Negro respondents 
answered this way. 

4. Overall Governmental Shelter Program . 

The two groups did not differ in the proportion who feel the present 
program is Just about right; however, Negroes were significantly more 
likely to call for an expanded program and whites were significantly 
uioce iitceiy co suggest a reduction in one program. 


Attitudes Toward Overall Program 


Race 

Do More 

Do less 

About Right 

Total 

White 

29% 

17% 

54% 

100% (1,521) 

Negro 

40% 

8% 

52% 

( 178) 

Entire Country 30% 

16% 

54% 

(1,699) 


Socio-Economic Level 

The final analysis related attitudinal responses to the socio-economic 
statue of the respondent. It vas found to be a highly relevant predictive 
variable. 

1, Probability of Attack . 


Probability of Attack 


Socio-Economic Level 

Will Be Attacked 

Won't Be Attacked 

Total 

A (High) 

20% 

80% 

100% ( 41) 

B 

28% 

72% 

(335) 

c . 

31% 

69% 

(889) 

D (Low) 9 

47% 

53% 

(261) 

Entire Country 

33% 

67% 

(1,526) 


There is a consistent relationship between socio-economic status and 
fear of attack—-the lower the respondent's socio-economic status, the more 
likely he is to feel that ve will be attacked with nuclear weapons. At 
the highest level, only 1 person in 5 expressed this attitude. At the 
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lowest level, almost 1 in 2 felt this way. 

2, Utility of Shelters . 

With respect to respondent attitudes toward the value of shelters in 
avoiding radiation sickness, the highest socio-economic group is sig¬ 
nificantly more likely to believe that shelters would help. 

Chances of Escaping Radiation 81ckneas 
Socio-Economic Level Very Good --Some Littie--None Total 


A (High) 

71 % 

29% 

100% ( 

49) 

7 

0*9 to 

jo* 

\ 


c 

60 % 

40% 

(1 

,060) 

D (Low) 

61% 

39% 

( 

30ti) 

Entire Country 

62% 

38% 

(1 

,810) 


3« Federal Shelter Programs . 

Again, there is a clear and consistent relationship between socio¬ 
economic status and level of approval of the four proposed shelter pro¬ 
grams; the lower the respondent’s socio-economic level, the more likely 
ho is to favor moat or all of the government programs. 

No. of Programs Favored 


Socio-F.eonctnl c T,p.v«1. 

3 or 4 

1 or 2 

0 

Total 



A (High) 

64% 

32% 

4% 

100% 

( 

49) 

B 

68% 

25% 

7% 


( 

415) 

C 

70% 

23% 

7% 


(1 

,132) 

D (Low) 

81% 

14% 

5% 


( 

332) 

Entire Country 

71% 

22% 

7% 


(1 

,928) 


4. Overall Governmental Shelter Program . 

Socio-economic level did not differentiate the proportion of respon¬ 
dents who are satisfied with the present program; however, the higher 
one’s socio-economic status, the leBS likely one is to favor an expanded 
shelter program and the more likely one Is to faver a restricted program. 
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Attitudes Toward Overall Program 


:io-Economic Level 

Do More 

Do Less 

About Right 

Total 

A (High) 

16% 

28% 

56% 

100% ( 45) 

B 

26% 

23% 

51% 

( 359) 

C 

30% 

15% 

55% 

( 972) 

D (Low) 

37% 

10 % 

53% 

( 296) 

Entire Country 

30% 

16% 

54% 

(1.672) 


Analysis of Three Special Groups 

In addition to the analyses reported above, we were interested in a 
final analysis of three specific groups of respondents. One of these groups 
can be labelled as 11 i ncons la t.pnt. on<» ran K« leKn^irs * v -r - 

ceptive to civil defense messages and the third can be labelled as minimally 
receptive to civil defense messages. 

In analyzing public attitudes toward shelters within the context of the 
questions of (a) the probability of war, (b) the value of shelters as a 
protective device, and (c) the governmental programs proposed, ve can assume 
that people who believe that war is likely and that shelters will help would 
tend to favor shelter programs. On the other hand, people who believe that 
war Is unlikely and that shelters won't help should, logically, oppose 
shelter programs. Most of our respondents' responses were consistent with 
this assumption; however, wm found one group of subjects which was incon¬ 
sistent.* This group of 45 subjects (out of the tots! 2000) believed that: 
Inconsistent 

War is unlikely, shelters wouldn't help, but I'm in favor 
of the proposed programs and think the government should do 
more in this area. 

In other words, these subjects represent people who are In favor of shelters, 
but not for "the right reasons." 

Our maximally and minimally receptive groups also can be defined in 
terms of their responses to these four questions. The maximally receptive 

*Another group of inconsistent subjects would include those who believe that 
war is likely and shelters would help—but who oppose a shelter program. 

Only 10 subjects were in this groupl therefore, we didn't include them in this 
analysis. 
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group, constating of 34 subjects, believed that: 

Maximally Receptive 

War Is likely, shelters would provide a "very good" chance 
of avoiding radiation sickness, I'm in favor of all four 
of the governmental programs and think the government 
should be doing more. 

The minimally receptive group, consisting of 17 subjects, believed that: 
Minimally Receptive 

War is unlikely, shelters would provide "no" chance of 
avoiding radiation sickness, I'm opposed to all four of 
the governmental programs and thlhk the government is 
doing too much in this area. 

Demovranhl c Anulvaoii 


These three groups constitute a very small segment of the total sample; 
consequently, analyses involving them can produce only speculative results, 
possibly data which will he valuable in leading to other more detailed 
research studies. The "inconsistent" group included only 2fc% of the sample; 
the maximally receptive group included only lfc% of the sample; the minimally 
receptive group Included slightly less than 17. of the sample. Among other 
things, these low percentages indicate the lack of polarity of attitude 
structure on the question of the building of shelters. 

Recognizing the limitations imposed by the smallness of these sub-samples, 
one can still observe some interesting characteristics of the three groups 
when they are compared withr.the entire sample on each of the seven 
demographic variables indexed, 

1. Geographic Area. 


Three Special Groups 


Geoaraohic Area 

Incon¬ 

sistent 

Maximal 

receptive 

Minimal 

receptive 

Total 

Sample 

East 

337. 

177. 

18% 

25% 

South 

257. 

567. 

35% 

31% 

North 

257. 

127. 

29% 

297. 

West 

177. 

157. W 

18% 

15% 

Sample Size 

45 

34 

17 

2,000 
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The inconsistent group is slightly over-represented in the East and 
both the maximal and minimal receptivity groups are slightly under-represented 
there. The maximally receptive group is greatly over-represented in the 
South and highly under-represented in the North. Other than that, there 
are no significant differences among the groups with respect to geographic 
location. ® 


2. Size of Community . 


Three 8pecial Groups 


Size of Community 

Incon¬ 

Maximal 

Minimal 

Total 

sistent 

receotive 

receptive 

Sample 

Towns-Cities 

847, 

74% 

71% 

69% 

Open Country 

16% 

26% 

29% 

31% 


Preliminary analysis^indicated no differences among the three groups 
with respect to the size of the urban community; however, there were 
differences when all urban communities were grouped and compared with farms 
and open country. The inconsistent group is highly over-represented in the 


towns and cities and therefore under-represented in the open country. The 


maximal-minimal receptivity groups do not differ from each other or from the 
total sample. 


3. 


Occupation. 


Three Special Groups 


Occupation 

Incon¬ 

sistent 

Maximal 

receptive 

Minimal 

receptive 

Total 

Sample 

Managerial 

9% 

15% 

12 % 

9% 

Laboring 

49% 

41% 

29% 

29% 

Farming 

11 % 

12 % 

0 % 

6 % 

White Collar 

9% 

6 % 

23% 

12 % 

Homemaker 

25% 

17% 

18% 

33% 

Miscellaneous 

• 7% 

9% 

18% 

11 % 


Respondents in laboring jobs are highly over-represented in both the 


» 


inconsistent and the maximally receptive groups (both of which favor 
shelters). Respondents who earn their living on the farm also tend to bo 
somewhat over-represented in both of these groups. On the other hand, 
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white collar workers tend to be over-represented in the minimally receptive 
group. As indicated in earlier analyses, females in the home (homemakers) 
are under-represented in both of the extreme groups (maximal and minimal 
receptivity). 

4. Sex. 



Three Special Groups 



Incon¬ 

Maximal 

Minimal 

Total 

Sex 

sistent 

receptive 

receptive 

Sample 

Male 

67% 

74% 

59% 

50% 

Female 

33% 

26% 

41% 

50% 


« 




Males are over-represented in all three of the special groups. In 
other words, as Indicated above, males are more likely than are females to 
take one of the extreme positions; furthermore, males are also more likely 
to be inconsistent in their position. 


Age. 

Three Special Groups 



Incon¬ 

Maximal 

Minimal 

Total 

Age 

sistent 

receptive 

receptive 

Sample 

21-34 

33% 

44% 

12 % 

30% 

35-49 

40% 

44% 

6 % 

32% 

50 + 

27% 

12 % 

82% 

38% 


Tuts analysis provides striking evidence of the effects of age on 
public attitudes toward shelters. Age is not particularly related to member¬ 
ship in the inconsistent group—although older people are somewhat under¬ 
represented in this group and people between 35 and 49 years of age are 
somewhat over-represented. Age is highly related to maximally and minimally 
receptive attitudes. People over 50 are greatly under-represented in the 
maximally receptive group and greatly over-represented in the minimally 
receptive group. People under 50 are over-represented in the maximally 
receptive group and under-represented in the minimally receptive group. 
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6 . Race. 


T hree Special Groups 


Race 

incon- 

sistent 

Maximal 

receptive 

Minimal 

receptive 

Total 

Sample 

White 

85 

76 

94 

90 

Negro 

11 

24 

6 

10 


The inconsistent and the minimally receptive groups do not differ from 
each other or from the tofi&l sample with respect to the proportions of 
whites and Negroes in the groups. Whites are under-represented in the 


maximally receptive group and Negroes are Over-reptesented in that group. 
7. Soc io •iiCOluvmAL jjcvtdl* 


Three Special Groups 


Socio-Economic Level 

Incon¬ 

sistent 

Maximal 

receptive 

Minimal 

receptive 

Total 

Sample 

A (High) 

2 

0 

7 

2 

B 

11 

18 

7 

22 

C 

71 

46 

61 

58 

D (Low) 

16 

36 

26 

18 


The inconsistent group and the minimally receptive group are both 
under-represented in the upper socio-economic levels, and the maximally 
receptive group is slightly under-represented as well. All three groups 
are over-represented in the lower socio-economic levels. 


Summary, Discussion, and Recommendations 
This final section of the report is divided into three parts: a summary 
of the major findings of the survey, a discussion of some of the implications 
of those findings, and a presentation of some recommendations for further 
research. 

Summary of Findings 

Public Attitudes . As of Juna of 1962, about one adult American in 4 
believed that there will be a nuclear war involving the United States within 
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the next 10 to .'20 years. About 2 l.n 4 rejected the Idea of such a war, 
and the remaining 1 in 4 did not express an opinion. 

The public is almost evenly divided on the question of the utility of 
shelters in case of attack. Between 5 and 6 out of 10 Americans believe 
that shelters would provide some chance or a very good chance of avoiding 
radiation sickness for people who live far enough away from a target to 
escape blast effects. When the question was asked within the context of 
the belief of the President and the Secretary of Defense as to the value 
of shelters, about 5 out of 10 said that shelters would Bave a significant 
number of lives and the other 5 out of 10 either said that shelters wouldn't 
save a significant number of lives or else didn't express any opinion. 

Half of the American public is in favor of all four of the proposed 
governmental shelter programs (l.a., marking-provisioning, changing 
existing buildings, including ppace in new buildings, and providing financial 
help in constructing shelters). Any given program was supported by at 
least 2 out of 3 respondents. The marking-provisioning program was most 
popular—-85% were in favor of it. • 

Most Americans are either satisfied with the proposed governmental 
programs or believe the government should do more. Between 4 and 5 in 10 
believe the present program is just about right; between 2 and 3 in 10 
* believe the government should do more; between 1 and 2 In 10 believe the 
government is doing too much; between 1 and 2 in 10 did not express an 
opinion at all, 

When asked what more the government should do, the most frequent 
response was that the government should build or provide fallout shelters. 
When asked what the government should quit doing, the most frequent response 
were: (1) quit spending-wasting so much money on shelters; and, (2) quit 
taking away responsibilities which should be left to either the individual 
or to state and local governments. 
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Relationships among Attitudes . The major variable of interest to 
those responsible for developing a shelter program is the public's acceptance 
of shelters. We found that both public belief in the probability of war 
and public belief In the utility of shelters were related to acceptance 
of shelters; however, it was clear that the crucial variable was the 
utility of shelters, not the probability of war. In other words, people 
who believed there will be a war are only slightly more likely to favor 
the government's shelter programs while people who believe that shelters 
will help are much more likely to favor such programs. 

There was no observed relationship between an individual's opinion as 
to the likelihood of war and nis belief or disbelief in the utility of 
shelters. 

Relationships between Demographic Variables and Attitudes . The belief 

that the United States will suffer a nuclear attack was held most strongly 

by people in the South, by people living on farms or in opan country, by 

females, by Negroes, and by people in the lowest socio-economic level. 

People whose occupation is either farm ownership or farm labor also were 

strong in their belief in the chance of attack; however, subsequent analyses 

revealed that this finding could be attributed to the high proportion of 

Negroes in the farm-labor category.* 

* 

The only demographic variables related to a belief in the utility of 
shelters were age and socio-economic level. Younger citizens were much 
more likely to believe that shelters would help, as were citizens in the 
highest socio-economic level. People over 50 years of age are significantly 

less convinced of the value of shelters. 

• 

*These later analyses indicated that the correlations involving the South, 
people living on farms or in open country, and low socio-economic levels 
remained—even when Negroes were removed from the sample. 
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General support of the proposed or existing governmental programs 
does not differ from one section of the country to another, from large 
cities to small towns cr farms, or among occupation groups. Strongest 
support for these programs comes from females rather chan males, and from 
younger people rather than older people. 

Of those dissatisfied with the present program, some think the government 
should be doing more and some think it should be doing less. Respondents in 
managerial positions, respondents over 50 years of age, whites, and respondents 
In fhp ‘''r 4 ~ Ic'y.' lo wuie iu^ol likely to suggest chat the 

government should do less. Negroes and respondents in the lower socio-economic 
levels were most likely to suggest that the government should do more. 

Special Group Analyses , k small group pf citizens (about 2 to 3 per 
cent), although of the opinion that there will not be a war and that shelters 
wouldn't help if there was one, support the proposed governmental programs. 

This group probably consists primarily of people who are in favor of 
"government programs" for their own sake; e.g., people in this group are 
over-repreeented among urban, laboring, younger, and lower-aocio economic 
males. Another very small group (less than IT of the population), although 
of the opinion that there will be a war and that shelters would help, are 
opposed to the proposed governmental programs. This group consists almost 
entirely of upper socio-economic people. 

People who are maximally receptive toward shelter programs (about 1 to 
2 per cent) differ from the total sample in that they are more likely to be 
found in the South, (and less likely to be found in the North), more likely 
to earn their living in laboring or farm Jobs, more likely to be male, much 
more likely to be under 50 years of age, more likely to be Negroes, and 
somewhat more likely to be in the lower socio-economic level of society. 


© 
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People who are minimally receptive toward shelter programs (about 1% 
of the population) differ from the total sample In that they are more likely 
to be white-collar workers, much uore likely to be over 50 years of age, and 
also are more likely to be in the lower socio-economic levels. 

Discussion of Implications 

The results of this study have at least four important implications 
for tha determination and implementation of policy relevant to communication 
of the government's shelter program. These concern: 

1. The prevailing attitude of the public. 

Public attitude in June, 1962, can be summarized as favorable—-but 
not intense. Most people are in favor of the proposed governmental shelter 
programs; however, very few people are extremely favorable or extremely 
unfavorable. The fact that only about half the people believe E that sheltera 
would help in case of war, and the observed relationship between this belief 
and approval of the proposed shelter programs, suggests that one of the 
major communication objectives of the Office of Civil Defense Bhould be an 
Increase in public belief as to the utility of shelters . 

2. Specific target audiences. 

The maximum reception and approval of the proposed shelter programs 
comes from the young, from Negroes, from females, and from members of the 
lower socio-economic levels. The minimum reception and approval comes from 
citizens over 50 years of age, and members of the higher socio-economic levels 
In the local community, older and higher socio-economic citizens share a 
major role In any decision-process on shelters or other civil defense 
measures. If the value of shelters is accepted as a given, further work 
Is needed with older and high socio-economic audiences to determine the 
source of their negative attitudes toward shelters . and to attempt to 
develop evidence and arguments which will be of value in changing theoe 
negative attitudes . 







3. The relationship between fear of war, belief in the utility of 
shelters, and approval of a shelter program. 

We found that beliof in the utility of shelters was an important: 
predictor of approval of a shelter program. An expectation of nuclear war 
also is correlated with approval; however, the relationship is small. The 
relationship among these three variables probably can best be explained In 
the context of the distinction between (a) attitudes toward adoption of a 
practice and (b) actual adoption of that practice. Further research on 
this question is needed; however, it ■»«"»<» plausible to argue that favor- 
ability toward shelter programs (attitude toward adoption) primarily is 
determined by a belief in the utility of the shelter, not by a belief in the 
probability of war. Actual adoption of the practice, the actual building 
of u shelter, probably rests in large part on one’s belief in the probability 
of war, the imminence of danger. Zn short, one could argue that people will 
approve, of shelters if they are convinced that they would help —- but they 
won't build them until they believe they'll need to use them . 

If there is merit in this argument, It raises an Important implication 

o 

for coigiunication programming by the Office of Civil Defense. For ethical 
as well as policy reasons, the government probably does not want to 
exaggerate the probability of war; i.e., It does not want deliberately to 
raise a "war scare" among the people. It can and probably should continue 

to suggest that shelters would help in such an emergency. Given these two 

e 

assumptions, it follows that the agency's communication program should: 

(a) emphasise the utility of ahelter s on a continuing basis during times of 
minimal international stress . and (b) have available on £ stand-by basis 
for use in times of more severe International stress a complete communication 
program on the methods and techniques of constructing , preparing , and 
living in shelters . 



4. The importance of the credibility of the source attributed to 
shelter messages. 

Two of the questions used in this study provide preliminary evidence 
on the importance of source credibility as an effector of public attitudes. 

We asked people what kind of chance they thought shelters would give them 
to escape nuclear radiation. We also asked them whether they thought 
shelters would save a significant number of lives. The first question did 
not suggest any communication source. The second question invoked the 
President and the Secretary of Defense as sources; i.e., it stated that they 
both believed that shelters would save lives. 

Most people who were favorable on the general question (said "some 
chance" or "very good chance") also were favorable on tiie second question 
(said shelters would save lives) and vice versa; however, 272 people answered 
the general question favorably but were unfavorable when the question was 
phrased in terms of the President and Secretary, and 193 people answered 
the general question unfavorably but were favorable when the question 
Invoked the President and Secretary (see page 10 of this report). 

We compared these two groups of people on each of our demographic 
variables. The two groups did not differ with respect to geographic area, 
size of community, sex, age, or race. They did differ with respect to 
occupation and socio-economic class. People who were favorable to the 
general question but unfavorable when the question invoked the President 
and Secretary of Defense were much more likely to be in managerial or white 
collar occupations (337., compared with 137, in the other group and 217. in 
the entire sample) and also were much more likely to be in the higher socio¬ 
economic levels (30%, compared with 147. in the other group and 24% in the 
entire sample). Both of these variables (occupation and socio-economic class 



42 


are correlated with political preference; furthermore, the observed difference! 
are consistent with the party affiliation of the President and Secretary 
of Defense. It seems clear that use of these sources did affect the 
responses (positively for some and negatively for others), even though our 
other research indicates no general relationship between political preference 
and attitudes toward shelters. 

From these data as well as other theory and research on source credi¬ 
bility, it can be inferred that the choice of particular s ources to be used 
in civil defense messages is an Important decision in communication planning . 
Recommendations for Further Research 

Results of this study Indicate at least four areas in which continuing 
research should be conducted. These are: 

1. The study of public attitudes toward shelters, the public's 
expectations of nuclear war, and the public's attitudes and 
beliefs toward other aspects of the cold war situation. 

Given the responsibility for determining communication policy, it seems 
apparent that the Office of Civil Defense could profit from a continuing 
feedback and evaluation of the state of public opinion on key cold war, 
nuclear war, and civil defense issues. Such a study need not require 
separate opinion polling operations. A small number of crucial questions 
can be included in other public opinion surveys. These questions can 
provide a continuing check, at little cost, of the state of public opinion. 

It also would be valuable to record the chronology of events in the cold 
war and to relate these events to changes in public attitude as well as to 
other available indicators of public behavior (e.g., shelter construction, 
geographic mobility, etc.). 

2, The study of appeals and other message variables which are 
effective with various American audiences; more specifically, 
this should include the study of message variables as they 
affect the unfavorable "target" audiences uncovered in the 
present study. 
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Variations in appeals, supporting evidence, channel selection, style, 
and other message variables affect the impact of civil defense messages on 
various segments of the public. Research incorporating these variations 
should continue. Special attention should be given to methods of approaching 
various key or target audiences; i.e.., groups which are now opposed to 
civil defense and/or groups which are of special importance to the adoption 
and implementation of civil defense programs. 

3. The study of the credibility of various sources which can be 
used in the transmission of civil defense messages. 

Source credibility is a crucial variable in any communication program. 
Some of the questions relevant to it which need to be raised arei what 
kinds of sources are most effective with what kinds of audiences, what 
dimensions of source credibility are most salient for what kinds of message 
situations, what effect does continued presentation of civil defense 
messages have on the level of credibility attributed to a given source, 
what are the public's expectations as to the "meaning" of various sources, 
and so on. 

4. The relationship between fear of war, belief in shelters, and 
actual adoption of or cooperation with an on-going shelter 
program. 

Some possible relationships among these three variables were suggested 
earlier in this report. The suggested relationships are quite speculative; 
however, if accurate, the implications for civil defense communication 
are quite Important. For this reason, further research is needed to probe 
in depth the ways in which the public incorporates these expectations and 
beliefs in their patterns of behavior. 





